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On June 11, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment of
condemnation Azind forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that
the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

- E. D. Barr,
“Acting Secretary of Agriculture.
7380, Misbranding of I noxit. U.§. * * * V. 3 Dozen Bottles of * * *
32 Knoxit Globulés Cystitis and-3 Dozen: Bottles of: * *.* 3} Oz
Knoxit Ligquid. = Default . decree; of condemnation, . forfexture, and
destruction. (F. & D. Nos 10179, 10180. 1. 8. Nos, 13540-1, 13041»1‘.
S. Nos E-1330, E—l33G)

On May 5, 1919 the Umted States attox ney for the ‘Southern Dlstuct of New

York acting upon a 1eport by the Secletary of Aoucultme ﬁ]ed in the DlStIl(‘t
Court of the Umted Stqtes for sald dlstuct a hbel for the sumre 'md con-
demnatlon of 3. dozen bottles ‘of * oo 3‘7 K110X1t Globules Cystm% and 3
dozen bottles of * ok 31 OA Knoxit quUld , 1ennm1ng unsold in’ the
original unbroken packages at New York, N.' Y. ’aHegmgf that the article had
been shlpped on or about December 28, 1918, by the Beggs Mfg. Co., Chicago,
IlI and transpmted from tlhie State of Illinois into the State of New York, fmd
_chargmg mlsbx anding in v101at10n of the Food and Drags Act; as amended:
, Analy51s of samples of the dIth]GS made m the Bule au of (Jhelmstly of this
department showed that the Knoxit Globules conslsted essentmlly of a mixture
of copaiba aund oil of cassia, and that the Kroxit Liquid consisted essentially
of zinc acetate, hydrastis alkaloids,_glyceriu', and water pe1‘fumed with 0il o_f
rose.

Misbranding of the art1cles was alleoed in substance in the libel for the reasen
that the Knoxit Globules were represented to be a treatment for cystitis, gonor-
rheea and blennorrheea, and the Knoxit Liquid to be a prophylactic and tpe.atmehf
for catarrhal affections of the eye, nose, and throat, ulcers, helllOI‘Ih()idH and
ifor gonorrheea, and-that the statements appearing on the cartons ﬂnd bottle,
Jabel. and in_ the.circular, re aaldlno the curative and therapeutic effects thereof,
were false and fmudu]ent in that the drugs did not contain any Jdngredient or
combination of ingredients capable of producing. the Lﬁe(*tq claimed for theni.

On.-June 4, 1919, no. claimant having appeared for the property, 3udoment'
;Qf,c_ondelnlib.ti<)11 and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product-should be déstroyed by the United States marshal.

' 7 E. D. Barr,
Acting SCCI‘Ct(H‘?j of'Ag1'féc';¢Zt1t1je._
7890, Adulteration and misbranding of ereamery butter. U, S, ¥ * x
- 150 Boxes of Creamery Butter. Consent decree: of condemnation
and forfeiture, Product orvidered released en bond, (F. & D. No.
10530. 1. 8. No. 129Z6-r. 8. No. Ii- 1..)04)

. On June 6, 1919, the United State.s attorney for the Dlstuct of RRhode Ishnd
actmg upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court,
of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and condemnation
of 100 boxes of 40 pounds each, and 50 bexes of 20 pounds each, of a product
purporting to be creamery hutter, remaining unsold in the- original un_bmken'
packages at Providence, R. 1., alleging that the article had been shipped on or
about May 19, 1919, by the Bridgeman Russell Co., Duluth, Minn., and trans-
vporte’d from the State of Minnesota into the State of Rhode Island, and charg-
ing adulteration and mlsbrandmg in violation of the Food ana Drugs Act. The
article was labeled: “ Ferncrest Creamer y Butter One pound net. Made in the
finest dalry sections of Vermont from perfectly pure selected Jersey cre am
churned daily and packed in parchment-lined boxes. Ret‘unmg all the fine
delicate flavor.”
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Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason.that a
substance high in moisture and low in butter fat had been substituted wholly
or in part for the article purported to be pure creamery butter.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that the statement borne
on the boxes, to wit, “ Made in the finest dairy sections of Vermont from per-
fectly pure selected Jersey cream,” was false and misleading and deceived and
misled the purchaser inthat, in:truth and jn fact, the. article, was not made
in the finest” dairy -sections of -Vermont-from. perfectly " pure selected Jersey
cream “but was made in‘thé’ State of anesota and was not made from’ selected
Jersey creani.

- On December 3, 1919, Julius H. Preston and Walter L. Preston copartners,
doing business as J. H. Preston & Co Pr ov1dence, R. I, clalmant havmg filed
an answer Judgment of condemnatwn and. forfelture was entered, and it was
ordeled bv the court that ‘the product be 1e1eased to gaid claimant upon “the
payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execu‘mon of a bond in the
sum of $1,250, in confommty with section 10 of the act,

E. D. Barz,
Actmg Secr etary of Agmculture,
7391, Adulteration and misbranding of butter. V. S, * * f"‘ v, 25 Cases
of Butter, Conﬂent decr ee of condelunution and forfeitule Prod-
wuct ordered réleased on bond. (F & D, No 10032 I 8. No. 15032—1‘
S. No. Ewlol‘))

On June 6, 1919, the Uhited St‘ttes attorney for the Eastern District of Penn-
sylvania, acting upon a leport by the Secretary of Agrlculture filed in the Dis-
trict Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and con-
demnation of 25 cases, each containing 30 pounds of butter, consigned by Kingan

" & Co., Indianapolis, Ind., remaining unsold in the original unbroken packages
at Philadelphia, Pa., alleging that the article had been shipped on or about May
24, 1919, and transported from the State of Indiana into the State of Pennsyl-
vania, and chargmg rLc'lul’cemtlon and misbranding ‘in violation of the Food and
‘Drugs Act. The ‘article’ was labeled in p’u't « Kingan’s E Cro‘éus f’,Creamery
Butter One Pound Net Weight.” S R

Adulteration of the article was alleged in tle libel for the reason that & sub-
stance deficient in milk fat had been mixed and packed therewith so'as to reduce,
lower, and injuriously affect its quality and strength, and had been substituted
wholly or in part for butter, Whiéh the article purported to be. "Adulteration of

*the article was alleged for the further reason that a valuable constituent thereof,

to wit, milk fat, had been in part abstracted. .
. Misbranding of the .article was.alleged.for. the reason that it was an imitation
of, and was offered for sale under the distinctive name of, another article. Mis-
branding of the article wag alleged for the further reason that an examination
of 3 pounds as to weight showed an average shortage of 1.19 per cent. A fur-
ther examination of 90 1-pound caltons showed an average shortage of 0.75
per cent.. Misbranding of the article was alleged for the further reason that it
was food in package form, and the quantity ot the contents was not marked
plamly and conspicuously declared.

On June 16, 1919, the Xingan Provision Co., Philadelphia, Pa., claimant, hav-
inY admitted the allegations of the libel, judgment of condemnation and forfeit-
ure was entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product be released to
said cldimant upon payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of

~ a bond in the sum of $450, in conformity with section 10 of the act, conditioned
in part that the product be relabeled and reconditioned under the Supervigion
of a representatwe of tlns department. B. D. Barr,

Acting Secretary of Agriculture.



